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The Foundation of Deserve

WANG Li
(School of Philosophy and Sociology, Jilin University, Changchun, Jilin 130012)

Abstract: As a major challenger and critic of egalitarianism, deserve is of great theoretical importance
among modern theories of justice. Although there are many conceptions of distributive justice in con-
temporary political philosophy, comparatively speaking, deserve has a theoretical advantage upon such
issues as whether the foundations of justice is stable or whether they could be justified by moral pow-
ers. Egalitarianism relies upon comparable values, and thus has no real foundation. Deserve is founded
on inner values, that is, the actions of the agent are the solid foundation of their claim for deserve.
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